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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-23 are canceled. Claims 24-45 are new. Therefore, claims 24-45 are pending 
in this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 24-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

With respect to claim 24, the claim recites "...moving the data associated with the first 
application...". After reviewing the Applicants disclosure, the Examiner was unable to find 
support in the specification for this claim limitation. The Examiner was able to find support for 
. .copying the data associated with the first application. . However, the Examiner maintains 
that there is a significant difference between moving data and copying data. The claims stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, because of the addition of new matter since there 
appears to be support for ". . .moving the data associated with the first application. . in the 
Applicant's specification to reasonably convey to one skilled in the art that the inventors at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
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In order to overcome this rejection, the Applicant must show where sufficient support for 
the claimed invention is located in the Applicant's originally filed specification. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claims 30, 35, and 41 are rejected because they contain the same deficiencies of claim 

24. 

Claims 25-29, 31-34, 36-39, and 42-45 are rejected because they either inherit or contain 
the deficiencies of claims 24, 30, 35, or 41. 

The Examiner notes that all other claim limitations should be carefully analyzed to ensure 
that support for the elements exist in the Applicant's specification. Furthermore, any additional 
amendments submitted in response to this office action should be accompanied by a notation or 
footnote which specifically points out where proper support for such amendments exists in the 
Applicant's specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless- 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 24-26, 28, 30-32, 35-37, 39, and 41-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 6,71 1,660 issued to Matthew W. Milne et al. 
(hereinafter "Milne"). 
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Claim 24; 

Milne discloses a method for protecting data in a data processing system, the method 
comprising: 

partitioning a hard disk of the data processing system into one or more hidden partitions 
and one or more non-hidden partitions (Milne: column 1, line 52 - column 1, line 13 and Fig. 2); 

storing a first application and data associated with the first application in the one or more 
non-hidden partitions (Milne: column 3, lines 66 - column 4, line 3 and column 4, lines 56-61 and column 6, 
lines 43-51; Note that there are images, files, and/or applications stored in both the non-hidden partition (user 
partition) and the hidden partition.); 

replacing the first application with a second application (Milne: column 2, line 64 - column 3, 
line 7 and column 3, lines 22-25 and column 6, lines 43'51)\ and 

moving the data associated with the first application from the one or more non-hidden 
partitions to the one or more hidden partitions to prevent the second application fi-om accessing 
the data associated with the first application (Milne: column 3, lines 11-15 and lines 50-56 and column 4, 
line 54 - column 5, line 14 and column 6, lines 43-49; Note specifically column 6, lines 48-50 of the Milne reference 
which recites 'user data is stored to create a restorable updated system image and the updated system is restored'. 
This occurs when the system restore is initiated. This passage (Milne: column 6, lines 43-49) as a whole shows 
moving an image stored in a hidden partition to an image stored in a non-hidden partition. However, note 
specifically in Milne: column 6, lines 48-50 that the current user data image is first used to create a new restorable 
backup image. Restorable back-up images are stored in the hidden partition (Milne: column 4, line 67 - column 5, 
line 1). Therefore, before the restorable user image is moved to the user partition, an image of the user partition is 
made and moved to the hidden partition before the full restore takes place.). 
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Claim 25: 

Milne discloses all the elements of claim 24, as noted above, and Milne further discloses 
a method comprising: 

storing data associated with the second application in the one or more hidden partitions 
(Milne: column 3, lines 11-15 and column 4, line 64 - column 5, line 1 and column 6, lines 43-48); and 

moving the data associated with the second application from the one or more hidden 
partitions to the one or more non-hidden partitions responsive to the first application being 
replaced by the second application (Milne: column 3, lines 11-15 and lines 50-56 and column 4, line 54 - 
column 5, line 14 and column 6, lines 43-49). 
Claim 26; 

Milne discloses all the elements of claim 24, wherein replacing the first application 
comprises: 

removing the first application from the one or more non-hidden partitions (Milne: column 6, 
lines 48-50); 

packaging the first application into an image file (Milne: column 6, lines 48-50); 

forwarding the image file to- a storage location (Milne: column 6, lines 48-50); and 

loading the second application into the one or more non-hidden partitions (Milne: column 6, 

lines 50-54). 

Claim 28; 

Milne discloses al the elements of claim 24, as noted above, and Milne further discloses 
wherein storing the first application and the data associated with the first application comprises: 
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Storing the first application in one of the one or more non-hidden partitions (Milne: column 
4, lines 56-61 and column 6, lines 43-51); and 

Storing the data associated with the first application in another of the one or more non- 
hidden partitions (Milne: column 4, lines 56-61 and column 6, lines 43-51 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, 
line 3), 
Claim 30: 

Milne disclose a hard disk comprising: 

a first non-hidden partition storing a first application (Milne: column 4, lines 56-61 and Fig. 2, 

52, 54); 

a second non-hidden partition storing data associated with the first application (Milne: 
column 4, lines 56-61 and column 6, lines 43-51 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 3 and Fig, 2, 52, 54); 

a hidden partition (Milne: column 3, lines 11-15 and column 4, line 64 - column 5, line 1 and column 6, 
lines 43-48); 

means for replacing the first application in the first non-hidden partition with a second 
application (Milne: column 2, line 64 - column 3, line 7 and column 3, lines 12-25 and column 6, lines 43-51); 
and 

means for moving the data associated with the first application from the second non- 
hidden partition to the hidden partition to prevent the second application from accessing the data 
associated with the first application (Milne: column 3, lines 11-15 and lines 50-56 and column 4, line 54 - 
column 5, line 14 and column 6, lines 43-49; See rejection of claim Ifor comments on column 6, lines 43-49 of the 
Milne reference.). 
Claim 31: 



Application/Control Number: 10/777,509 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2163 

Claim 31 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 25. 
Claim 32; 

Claim 32 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 26. 
Claim 35: 

Claim 35 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 24. 
Claim 36: 

Claim 36 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 25. 
Claim 37: 

Claim 37 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 26. 
Claim 39: 

Claim 39 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 28. 
Claim 41; 

Claim 41 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 30. 
Claim 42: 

Claim 42 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 25. 
Claim 43: 

Claim 43 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 26. 

4. Claims 27, 33, 38, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Milne and further in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2004/0230817 issued 
to Kenneth Ma (hereinafter "Ma")- 
Claim 27: 
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Milne discloses all the element of claim 26, as noted above, but Milne does not explicitly 
disclose wherein the storage location is on a network. 

However, Ma discloses wherein the storage location is on a network (Ma: paragraph [0053], 
lines 1-7), It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Milne with the teachings of Ma as noted above. The skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to improve the teachings of Milne per the above in order to 
backup a complete storage device image at a remote location (Ma: paragraph [00531 lines 1-7). 
Claim 33; 

Claim 33 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 27. 
Claim 38: 

Claim 38 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 27. 
Claim 44: 

Claim 44 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 27. 
5. Claims 29, 34, 40, and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Milne and further in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0174097 issued to Gert 
Rusch et al. (hereinafter "Rusch"). 
Claim 29; 

Milne discloses all the elements of claim 24, as noted above, but Milne does not 
explicitly disclose wherein the first application is owned by a first business client and the second 
application is owned by a second business client different from the first business client. 
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However, Rusch discloses wherein the first application is owned by a first business client 
and the second application is owned by a second business client different fi"om the first business 
client (Rusch: paragraph [00741 lines 1-8), 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Milne with the teachings of Rusch noted above. The 
skilled artisan would have been motivated to improve the teachings of Milne per the above in 
order to organize the applications of multiple businesses in one system (Rusch: paragraph [00071 
lines 1-6 and paragraph [0018], lines 1-7 and paragraph [0074], lines 1-8), 
Claim 34; 

Claim 34 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 29. 
Claim 40; 

Claim 40 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 29. 
Claim 45: 

Claim 45 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 29. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant Argues; 

Although Milne discusses having both a hidden partition and a user partition, loading a host- 
selected operating system and configuration data specific to the host-selected operating system in the user 
partition, creating a restorable user system image of the host-selected operating system and the 
configuration data, and loading the restorable user system image in the hidden partition, it does not 
disclose, teach, or suggest "moving the data associated with the first application from the one or more non- 
hidden partitions to the one or more hidden partitions to prevent the second application from accessing the 
data associated with the first application," as recited in claim 24. 

Specifically, in Milne, the configuration data specific to the host-selected operating system is not 
moved from the user partition to the hidden partition, but rather a backup copy of the configuration data is 
created and loaded in the hidden partition. Thus, in Milne, both the user partition and the hidden partition 
have a copy of the configuration data. 
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Examiner Responds: 

Examiner is not persuaded. Note specifically column 6, lines 48-50 of the Milne 
reference which recites 'user data is stored to create a restorable updated system image and the 
updated system is restored'. This occurs when the system restore is initiated. This passage 
(Milne: column 6, lines 43-49) shows moving an image stored in a hidden partition to an image 
stored in a non-hidden partition. However, note specifically in Milne: column 6, lines 48-50 that 
the current user data image is first used to create a new restorable backup image. Restorable 
back-up images are stored in the hidden portion (Milne: column 4, line 67 - column 5, line 1). 
Therefore, before the restorable user image is moved to the user partition, an image of the user 
partition is made and moved to the hidden partition before the full restore takes place. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on (571) 272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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